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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. GALLEGO).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 24, 2021.

I hereby appoint the Honorable RUBEN
GALLEGO to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2021, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

THE NEED FOR 2002 AUMF REPEAL
AND THE PEACE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CLOUD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CLOUD. Mr. Speaker, it is past
time for Congress to reassert its role in
the war powers discussion.

I proudly joined many of my col-
leagues from both sides of the aisle last
week in voting to repeal the 2002
AUMF. This AUMF provided for mili-
tary operations in Iraq, an Iraq that is
far different from the one we know
today.

The goal was to defend the United
States against the threat posed by an
Iraq of 20 years ago, specifically, that
of Saddam Hussein. Saddam Hussein
was captured in December of 2003 and
executed 3 years later.

Despite ousting Saddam Hussein, the
2002 AUMF has remained on the books.
Less than one-fifth of the current
Members of the House of Representa-
tives were present on that original
AUMF vote. As you can imagine, many
Members have entered Congress and
left the Halls of Congress without ever
taking a vote on the 2001 or 2002
AUMPFs.

Repealing the existing AUMFs, like
the one from 2002, can be a step in the
right direction in Congress reasserting
its Article I powers, but we should not
stop there. We need to rethink how we
approach military authorizations.

A few weeks ago, I introduced the
Preventing Endless Armed Conflict and
Engagement Act, or the PEACE Act for
short. The goal of this bill is to ensure
regular oversight is being conducted on
future military authorizations.

First, this bill would require each
military authorization, or AUMEF, to
terminate after 2 years. This is because
the Constitution stipulates that mili-
tary funding should not extend past 2
years. This would also ensure that
every Member of Congress has the op-
portunity to weigh in on current mili-
tary operations.

The PEACE Act would also set stand-
ards for drafting military authoriza-
tions. For instance, each authorization
would need to set a geographic scope
on where the military force can be
used. A clear objective would need to
be established for each authorization,
and the countries and groups that the
U.S. troops are authorized to fight
must be listed.

Additionally, the Department of De-
fense and the State Department would
be charged with publishing an annual,
unclassified report on existing military

operations. This report will include in-
formation such as whether the military
is meeting their objective, the number
of casualties, and total cost. This will
assist Congress in making the needed
decisions that we have to make regard-
ing AUMF reauthorizations. Finally,
the DOD and State Department will be
required to brief Members of Congress
on the contents of this report once
every 6 months.

It is critical that new Members of
Congress, with new constituencies,
have their chance at providing input
into military operations. Many Mem-
bers came to the floor last week to re-
iterate the importance of updating
these existing AUMFs instead of re-
pealing them. While I supported the re-
peal, I do hope that any updated or fu-
ture AUMF incorporates elements from
the PEACE Act.

Future AUMFs should be more con-
cise and relied on for only a few years,
not for a couple decades.

I look forward to working with Mem-
bers from both sides of the aisle on fu-
ture reforms to Congress’ war powers
authority.

———
NO CLIMATE, NO DEAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. BARRAGAN) for 5 min-
utes. .

Ms. BARRAGAN. Mr. Speaker, we are
living in a climate emergency. The car-
bon dioxide levels in the atmosphere
have reached the highest levels in
human history.

In California, we have our worst
drought in decades. Last week, we were
hit by a heat wave that stretched from
the West Coast to the Great Plains.
This combination of unforgiving
drought and relentless heat sets the
conditions for another severe wildfire
season. New Federal data shows the
number of new wildfires this year is at
a 10-year high.
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